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INTRODUCTION
The African Union (AU) adopted the Protocol on Amendments to the Protocol on the 
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prosecutor 26 can submit cases to the RCC. 27 As such, the RCC may be less likely to reproduce geopolitical hierarchies between the Global North and South.
The RCC could potentially address charges of a foreign institution imposing its will. The sensitivities to Western intervention, given the experiences of slavery, colonialism and neocolonialism, 28 may allow the RCC to operate with less perceived baggage. However innocuous their operations, global institutions are not always optimal and different regions may have particularities that cannot be penetrated. The RCC may achieve a balance between the local and the international with the former being too close and susceptible to political capture by powerful elites, and the latter being too remote and subject to geopolitics.
Crimes Covered
Historically, the field of ICL has been preoccupied with crisis. The Protocol disrupts this pattern. 29 While reaffirming jurisdiction over 'core' international crimes (genocide, war crimes, crimes against humanity and aggression), 30 It recognizes that massive atrocities do not take place in a vacuum, but instead are embedded in systems of criminality. 31 Unsurprisingly, most of the Protocol's provisions concern common security threats. 32 The inclusion of security-threatening crimes responds to African realities. For example, African borders are notoriously illusory, which renders these states more susceptible to transnational crimes. Inherited colonial borders have sustained much instability in the region. 33 Furthermore, neglect of borders has contributed to criminality, making these areas susceptible to insurgents and terrorist groups. 34 For example, West
Africa is especially vulnerable to cross-border criminal activities. 35 In the Great Lakes subregion, the proliferation of light weapons has fueled conflicts. 36 In the East African subregion, the spate of terrorist attacks from neighboring Somalia has rendered Kenya 9 particularly exposed. 37 Because many conflicts and transnational crimes in Africa tend to have a contagion effect, the RCC may be the best-placed institution to address this phenomenon.
In . 48 See, Kyriakakis, supra n 43.
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B. THE JUSTICE CASCADE AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE RCC
The African continent has been fertile ground for accountability experimentation since the 1990s, with approaches ranging from judicial to non-judicial mechanisms like truth commissions, reparations and community-based processes. This section focuses on the plethora of judicial institutions that have flourished and situates the RCC as part of the turn to criminal trials across the Continent to address mass violence. The increasing resort to domestic, hybrid and international criminal trials set the stage for the RCC. This section highlights the challenges experienced in the justice cascade, which the RCC could potentially help address.
Domestic Trials
The African 'justice cascade' includes domestic trials. The purported benefits of national trials include providing greater accountability, restoring decimated legal systems, producing quicker results and including local sentiments regarding punishment. Goudé, an ally of the former president, and against the former first lady, Simone Gbagbo.
Yet the government has refused to transfer the latter to the ICC, preferring to prosecute her domestically. 71 the failure to meet international fair trial standards, indicate the key limitations of domestic trials. The national processes discussed above spurred the AU to create a permanent regional court as opposed to relying on the judiciaries of individual states. The success that
African states had with hybrid courts also influenced this move.
Hybrid Courts
The African 'justice cascade' includes the utilization of hybrid courts aimed at counteracting the culture of impunity. Additionally, the transitional government in the CAR passed legislation creating a hybrid court to adjudicate ICL crimes. 88 It would be integrated in the national judiciary and would apply the law and criminal procedure of the CAR. The hybrid court would also be composed of national and international judges and staff. This is the first hybrid court created where the ICC has ongoing investigations. At the time of writing, the move to establish the court was taking place in fits and starts. 89 There are real concerns about capacity, ongoing insecurity, the court's relationship with the ICC and ensuring the court's effectiveness.
Notwithstanding these concerns, African hybrid courts have proven to be more promising than purely domestic trials. Yet, the hybrid processes have also faced issues of inadequate capacity and insufficient political will. African states' experiences with these trials spurred the AU to create a permanent regional court as opposed to relying on the international community to create a hybrid institution or supporting separate institutions 86 
. R C C a s G a p -F i l l e r
The AU's decision to create the RCC was influenced by the desire to improve upon the continent's experience with ICL trials. The RCC could help to serve as an intermediary between domestic institutions which violate or fail to enforce human rights, and the international system which alone cannot provide redress to individuals. 
Remedies and Procedure
Regional bodies may also be better placed to respond to ICL violations because of their ability to develop more familiar systems of redress. In addition to imposing sentences and forfeiture of any property following a conviction, the RCC is empowered to provide compensation and reparation to victims. 142 The Protocol also provides a trust fund for victims for legal aid and assistance. While the ICC has similar provisions, 143 the RCC may be better placed to fashion remedies that resonate. For instance, if the RCC follows the lead of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights in fashioning remedies, it might order communal reparations, 144 or formulate broad reparative measures. 145 It could require that states end violations through formulating specific policies and programs. 146 The RCC might also develop something akin to the margin of appreciation doctrine used by the European Court of Human Rights, 147 to avoid determining issues where there is regional diversity on ICL issues. 148 Additionally, the Court could seek to work with other structures in the AU, such as the Peace Fund or the Post-Conflict Reconstruction and Development Framework, to provide redress.
Further, the RCC may be better equipped to account for variations in procedural traditions. 149 For example, the Court might even require a convicted defendant to participate in local reconciliatory procedures akin to gacaca as a means of securing reparations to victims. It is premature to determine how broadly the Court will construe its
provisions. Yet the potential flexibility could be an improvement on the 'imagined victims' of ICL that always demand retributive justice and support trials unquestionably. Instead, victims have diverse desires for redress. 150 This is particularly important in some communities where justice is conceptualized in terms of communal restoration,
34
The RCC's innovation in the quotidian and crisis crimes covered, as well as the range of actors that can be held liable, may also push the boundaries of ICL in a muchneeded direction, especially if other states mimic these provisions. For example, the RCC could allow for greater coordination on the regulation of corporate activity, and allow states to respond more effectively to the challenges posed by large corporations. The RCC's provision for corporate criminal liability puts pressure on the prevailing legal landscape both within and outside of Africa. These doctrinal innovations are much needed to render the justice cascade more germane.
Moreover, there is already some evidence that regional human rights bodies are beginning to address ICL issues outside of Africa. 153 For example, the quasi-criminal review of the Inter-American Court goes beyond the Court's strictly human rights mandate. 154 The Inter-American Court innovated by construing prosecutions for ICL violations as an equitable remedy to human rights violations. 155 This is noteworthy when one considers that 'no state has ever fully complied with an Inter-American Court order to prosecute or punish an international crime.' 156 The African system is improving on this innovation by seeking to adjudicate both ICL violations and systematic quotidian crimes regionally. Both regions indicate that the expansion of the sphere of influence of regional human rights bodies to encompass ICL issues is a phenomenon that is not fleeting.
